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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 01/3 1/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant has added to claims 1, 10, and 19 "appending an error data that is preset to 
indicate that an error condition exists". This limitation is clearly disclosed in Nakamura (col. 7, 
In. 56 through In. 13). Nakamura discloses "when sending the non-standard facilities set-up 
signal NSS, the source facsimile 1 adds a predetermined number of bits to indicate whether or 
not the failure to train signal FTT is the conventional failure to train signal shown in Fig. 5 or the 
new failure to train signal shown in Fig. 6". The disclosure of Nakamura reads on appending an 
error data that is preset to indicate that an error condition exists. 

2. The objection to the drawings is hereby withdrawn based upon new claim language 
replacing "inverting unit" with "control unit". 

3. The claim objection of claims 1 and 10 are hereby withdrawn based upon new claim 
language replacing "inverting unit" with "control unit". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chimura et 
al. (6,285,466) in view of Nakamura (4,999,716). 



Application/Control Number: 10/053,089 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2626 

Regarding claim 1: Chimura et al. disclose a storage unit (Fig. 3, memory 16) for receiving a 
packet data from a second communication network (Fig. 3, LAN 4); an control unit (Fig. 3, 
connection/transfer controller 15) for inverting the packet data into a facsimile image data (col. 
6, In. 7-20) and for normally transmitting the facsimile image data to a second communication 
terminal device (Fig. 1, FAX 7) via a third communication network (Fig. 1, telephone line 6) 
(col. 6, In. 50-54), to the second communication terminal device via the third communication 
network (Fig. 1, telephone line 6) if an amount of the facsimile image data stored in the storage 
unit (Fig. 3, memory 16) is smaller than a prescribed amount (col. 8, In. 28-34). 

Chimura et al. fail to specifically transmitting address error data and test data together 
and appending an error data that is preset to indicate that an error condition exists to a test data 
(TCF) used for a training purpose. 

Nakamura discloses and for appending an error data that is preset to indicate that an error 
condition exists to a test data (TCF) used for a training purpose and transmitting the error data 
together with the test data (Fig. 7 and col. 7, In. 56 through In. 13). 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Chimura et al. to include error data with test data to determine 
modem transmission speed as suggested by Nakamura (col. 1, In. 7-12). 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Chimura et al. to include appending an error data that is preset to 
indicate that an error condition exists to a test data used for a training purpose to determine 
whether the failure train signal is conventional or new as taught by Nakamura (col. 7, In. 56 
through In. 13). 
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Regarding claim 2: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 1. 
Chimura et al. further disclose test data is a TCF signal (col. 7, In. 52-56). 
Chimura et al. fail to specifically address error data. 

Nakamura disclose wherein the error data consists of a series of predetermined numbers 
(Fig. 7, and col. 8, In. 3-13). 

Regarding claim 3: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 2. 

Chimura et al. fail to specifically address plurality of Ts as error data. 

Nakamura discloses wherein the series of predetermined numbers consists of a plurality 
of "l"s only (Fig 7, S3 "yes" condition). 

Regarding claim 4: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 1 . 
Chimura et al. further disclose wherein a first communication terminal device (Fig. 1, FAX 1) 
scans a document (original) (col. 5, In. 15-19) having a plurality of pages (it is an implicit feature 
that a facsimile machine can scan one page or a plurality of pages) and prepares the facsimile 
image data (pixel data) to be sent to a first communication network (Fig. 1, telephone network 
2), and when the image data of all the plurality of pages are not received by the gateway device 
or not transmitted to the second communication terminal (Fig. 1, FAX 7) (EOP signal not yet 
sent) from the gateway device (Fig. 1 5 gateway 10b) and the amount of the facsimile image data 
stored in the storage unit (Fig. 3, memory 16) is smaller than the prescribed amount (col. 8, In. 
28-34), then the gateway device (Fig. 1, gateway 10b) receives again the facsimile image data 
(pixel data) from the second communication network (Fig. 1, LAN 4) and stores the facsimile 
image data (pixel data) into the storage unit (Fig. 3, memory 16). 
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Regarding claim 5: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 1. 
Chimura et al. further disclose wherein the control unit (Fig. 3, LAN control circuit 18); the 
second communication terminal device (Fig. 1, FAX 7). 

Chimura et al. fail to specifically address control of modem speed, FTT signal, and error 
data and test data together. 

Nakamura discloses controls a modem speed (transmission speed) such that the modem 
speed (transmission speed) does not decrease when the control unit receives an FTT signal (FTT 
and col. 9, In. 19-42) in response to the error data and the test data sent (Fig. 7 and col. 8, In. 3- 
13). 

Regarding claim 6: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 2. 
Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 5 are applicable. 
Regarding claim 7: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 3. 
Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 5 are applicable. 
Regarding claim 8: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 4. 
Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 5 are applicable. 
Regarding claim 9: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 1. 
Chimura et al. fail to specifically address amount of error. 

Nakamura discloses wherein an amount of the error is at least four times as much as the 
test data (col. 8, In. 3-13 and Fig. 7 and Tables 1-2). 

Regarding claim 10: Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 1 are 
applicable. 
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Regarding claim 11: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 10. 

Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 2 are applicable. 

Regarding claim 12: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 11. 

Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 3 are applicable. 

Regarding claim 13: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 10. 

Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 4 are applicable. 

Regarding claim 14: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 10. 

Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 5 are applicable. 

Regarding claim 15: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 1 1 . 

Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 6 are applicable. 

Regarding claim 16: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 12. 

Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 7 are applicable. 

Regarding claim 17: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 13. 

Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 8 are applicable. 

Regarding claim 18: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 10. 

Arguments analogous to those stated in the rejection of claim 9 are applicable. 

Regarding claim 19: The structural elements of apparatus claim 1 perform all of the steps of 

method claim 19. Thus, claim 19 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in the rejection of 

claim 1. 

Regarding claim 20: Chimura et al. in view of Nakamura satisfy all the elements of claim 19. 
The structural elements of apparatus claim 4 perform all of the steps of method claim 19. Thus, 
claim 19 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in the rejection of claim 4. 
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Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charlotte M. Baker whose telephone number is 571-272-7459. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kimberly A. Williams can be reached on 571-272-7471. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/053,089 



Page 8 



Art Unit: 2626 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




CMB 




MARK WALLERSON 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



